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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)1x1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on Jan 2 1, 2004 



2a) 53 This action is FINAL. 2b) □ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 1x1 Claim(s) 1-23 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above, claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) □ Claim(s) ; is/are allowed. 

6) 53' Claim(s) 1-23 is/are rejected. 

7) □ Claim (s) ; is/are objected to. 

8) □ Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are a) □ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 . □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. □ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
a)D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PT0-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PT0-41 3) Paper No(s). 

2) Q Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PT0-948) 5) Q Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) O Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 6) Q Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. The following is^afgultation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) whiAoimLthe, basis for all 



obviousness rejections.set forth in this-(Dffice action: 

(a) A patent{may not be obtained thougfi|^^ identically disclosed drdescribed as set forth 

in section?l G2 of this title, if the differenc^ matter sought to be patentjed and the prior 

art are siibh that the subject matter as a whole iwould have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to#which said subject matter pertains. Patentability, shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the myentidn^was^rmde. ^ U 



This application currently names^ In considering patentability pf the 



claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), |he ex|rm^ 



claims was coSimonly owned at th£tii^ therein were made^absent anv 



evidence to thexdntrary. Applicant if advised; 



the inventor and invention dates^ofceach claim! that was notcommonly owried a? the time a later 
invention was made ihbrderibr the examiner^cohsider the applicabiliffof 35 U.S.C. 103© 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or%) : pri0r,art ? underf35m^.C. 103(a). 



***** 



subject matter of the various 

.1 



of the obligation under 37 CFR K56 to point out 



2. Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sciammarella 
et al. (US Patent No. 6,608,633 Bl) in view of Alexander et al. (US Patent No. 6,177,931 Bl). 

Regarding claims 1 and 12, Sciammarella discloses a method for displaying available 
television programs, comprising the steps of: obtaining a recommendation score for each of said 
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available programs (see Abstract and col. 3, lines 1-18); and displaying said list of available 

programs to a user with an indication of one or more program attributes contributing to said 

?F VON 



recommendation 



score; obtaining a list X) if available programs s (see col. 5, lines 5-67). However, 

,,%ji/f^ b . . . V Oil . 



Sciammarella fails to explicitly teach obtaining a list of availafrle^grogfams. 

Alexander- teaches obtaining ablisfcof available^grpgrams (see col^7,-lihes 1-65 and figure 
3). It would havetbeen obvious to one of5n!6r^inarpskfil in the art at the timetttie invention was 
made to provide obtaining a list of available programs as taught by Alexander toShewisual 
display categorical information of Seiammarellarrn-order enhancing a user friendly and enable to 
provide maximum visual information about eategcMcal information being displayed on a display 



screen. 




Regarding claim 2, SciammfielSffl^ indication of one or more 



program attributes contributing to .saidxecommehdatibrirscofe provides a component score of 

V\ lit 

said one or more program attributes, (see col. 6; lines 43-65)^ 

Regarding clSimP3, Sciammarella discloses Vherein said indication of one or more 
program attributes contributing to saidj reepmmendatfo^ a most significant 



program attribute (see col. 9, lines 13-20). 

Regarding claim 4, Sciammarella discloses wherein said indication of one or more 
program attributes contributing to said recommendation score indicates a predefined number of 
most significant program attributes (see col. 6, lines 43-65). 
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Regarding claim 5, Sciammarella discloses wherein said indication of one or more 
program attributes contributing to said recommendation score utilizes a color scheme (see col. 4, 



lines 1-65). 



Regarding claims(6 and ?, Sciammarella discloses whereinjsaid^color scheme discretely 



maps said score tojapdlor; and whereii^dd color schei^^ontinuouslyte^said score to a 



color (see col. 3>lines 43-67). 

20 ' sv „ 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, AlexandeMiselolis wherein said indication of orie or more 

program attributes contributing to said-reeor^ a variable size-of-text 





s v2 



1 »,^L*rJ f 

scheme;-and-wherem said indication ofcone cjrJmofe.pfoferam attributes contributingtWsaid 



A 

to 



recommendation score utilizes a variable raterofWlicker-scheme (see col. 29, lines 14-67). 



Regarding claims 10 and ttMexanHeMiscloses wfiHiin said indicationof one or more 



program attributes contributing 



to said .recommendation score utilizes a variabp%ightness 



scheme; wherein, said4ndication\)f one or more program attributes contributing to said 
recommendation scoremtilizes a variable bat height (see col. 29-30^1iriestl-67). 

Regarding claims 13 &d^4 ? 4Sciammaj^lladiscld§es wherein said visual cue of one or 
more program attributes contributing to said recommendation score utilizes a color scheme; and 
wherein said color scheme discretely maps said score to a color (see col. 10, lines 1-55). 

As claims 15-23 are analyzed as previously discussed with respect to claims 1-13 above. 



x: - 1 
j 
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Response to Arguments 



3. Applicant's arguments filed oh Jl/29/04(have!been iully considered but they are not 



combine the 



persuasive. 4^ ; , 



In responseito applicant's argument on page 2-4,that there is no siitgestion to con 
references, the examiner recognizes thaf%b|iousness:carf only be established'b^ : combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produceStne claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or moti^tion4o-doS^uiSei ^eiMn4he^eferences themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one qf (^iiiky sMifeih the art. See In re Fine, 837B:2d 1071, 



5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and^^6«W^&lf^347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 

1992). In this^se, Sciammarellaj^ score for each of 

available pro-ams used in combinati^ of Alexander'^obtaihmg a list of available programs. 

V\ i^' 11 ^ j 

One skill in the art would have been obvious inlorder enhancing a user friendly and enable to 



^nnation about 'categorical information^ein ' 

<&.^ ..... $^f^> 



provide maximum visual information aboiX\^tegofical infbrmation|^m^3isplayed on a display 

screen for rating purpose. ^ 0 M *fe>m**j** f%W 

- 4^ Jf 1 if ^ 



At pages 6-7 of the Remarks; Applicant argues that the combination of Sciammarella and 
Alexander do not teach or suggest "displaying said list of available programs to a user with an 
indication of one or more program attributes contributing to said recommendation score; 
obtaining a list of available programs." However, the limitations as claimed set forth to read on 
"Now suppose that the viewer had selected frequency of use as the measuring value. In this case, 
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the scale and location of the categories within the interface box would still indicate the "Movies" 
category as the most important category and "Education" as the least important category but the 

scale and location are now indicative of the, frequehcwDf use;\not the volume of programming. 
Thus, the most-frequenc^watched to least- frequency watched categpries^would be, in descending 
order, as follows: a^Vies," "Comedy^and "Dramas" JSpfrts," "News^^id^Kids," "Cooking" 
and "Shoppingjapd "Education." This Sa¥^e4ent^& categories by scaieSnk location 



indicates that this particular viewer watches more movies than any other category arid less 
educational programming tha^any other c^egoiY^programming; It is important to note that 

fell ^ 



while FIGS;?2 and 3 show the use ofbp^sc^ to indicate the relative importance, 



or unimportance, of a particular 



i uy 1 1 o l< a iCf ^ 



categoiy vi^alyfeother^ategories, it is not necessary to use both 
of these visuaMactors to visually communicate, the. categorical'lnformation to the viewer. For 

example, scalfe alone could be uSed-tcTindicate'the relative-importance 0 f each ofethe categories. 

V\ I ^ Ifi " X | At* 

In this case, the "Mivies" categolyyyould stilllbe considerecUtne most importarl' category as it 

has the largest text ari& the "Education" cat?gory,»with the smallest text^ould be considered 

tf% vvsv v 



(J '% Its, 



the least important category;' Conversely^ could use only strategic 

placement of the categories in different locations within the interface box to relative importance 
with respect to the selected measuring value. In this instance, perhaps the category that is placed 
nearest the top of the interface box would be the most important category and the category that 
is placed nearest the bottom of the interface box would be the least important category, regardless 
of the scale of the category names themselves." see Sciammarella col. 6, lines 1-65. 
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Accordingly, the claimed invention as represented in the claims do not represent a 
patentable distinction over the art of record as discussed as above. 

Conclusion 4fli<& & 



4. The prior art.itiade of record antknot relied upon«isfconsidered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. (Se^TO-892). "^^4^^ 

THIS ACTION IS MA©E^MN^^:Appli(Mmt-is-reminded of the extension of time 



policy as-,s|Korth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) 




£4 td / 



14 



A shortened statutory period for response; to tW| : final action is set to expire THREE 

i'V -V*''" """"" i. ^-Mvj^^-ii^iM^^^^i^**!.^^ I 



«1 



r 3 



MONTHS from the date of thislactfiSirr^ is filed within TWO 



. .1 I'M "X'V^ 1 



MONTHS of the mailing date df this finatl action and tHe>dyis6ry action is npfmalled until after 

■ \ ^ if! %x / . fi^ 

the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period^then the shortened statutory period 



will expire on the date the advisory action i^mailee!, and any extensionvfee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1.136(a) will be calcuiMd/fromithe^mailingsdate ofthJadvisory action. In no event will 
the statutory period for response expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 



action. 



Application/Control Number: 09/699,608 
Art Unit: 2173 



Page 8 



Response 



5. Responses to this action should ^be -mailed to Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 2023^.tl^applicant desires to fax a responsef(70|j) 3 08-905 1 may be used for 
formal communications or (703) 305 J 9^24„for infoimaliOr&raft commimicatibns. 



PleaseiaBel "PROPOSED" or "DR^TC fofeirtformal facsimile commutf cations. For 
after final responses, please label "AFTER FENA&or "EXPEDITED PROCEDURE" on the 



document. 



"i ^.^i 



Haiid-dehvered responses should;b;e!broughttfo$€rystal Park II, 2121 Crystal ©rive, 
Arlington, VA. Sixth Floor (Reeeptiomst))!^^ 




Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier commimfcations from the examiner 

jy> . .... A _ ^,_^€i^3L 



should be directed to Cao (KSvin) Ngixyen^vhose. telephone number is (703) 305-3972. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Cabeca, can be reached on (703) 308-31 16. The fax number for this group 
is (703) 746-7240. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3800. 



